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says Pett, speaking of himself as a young man, ' to take any pains to get
something to apparel myself, which by God's blesaing I performed and that
in very good fashion, endeavouring to keep company with men of good
rank far better than myself' (p. 6). C. H. FIRTH.

The Political Works of James I, reprinted from the edition of 1616, with
an Introduction by CHAELBS HOWABD MCILWAIN. (Cambridge,
Massachusetts : Harvard University Press, 1918.)

PBOFE8SOR MCILWAIN has collected in this volume the ' Basilikon Doron',
the ' Trew Law of Free Monarchies', the ' Apologie for the Oath of
Allegiance', the ' Premonition to all Christian Monarches, Free Princes
and States', the ' Defence of the Eight of Kings ', and five speeches,
four delivered in parliament, and one in the Star Chamber. To some 350
large pages of text he has added a useful bibliography and an elaborate and
learned introduction, in which he explains the position of James in the
history of political thought. Does the work of the British Solomon
deserve such pious care after the lapse of three centuries ? Professor
McIlwain answers this question by the remark that the royal writings
would probably not have passed without notice even had they been
anonymous ', although, on the other hand, ' we may be equally sure that,
without the authorship of a king, they would hardly have elicited replies
from such opponents as du Perron and Bellarmine '. The interest excited
throughout Europe by the tracts when they were published, and the
profound influences they exercised in England after the death of Charles I,
give them an importance which is not entirely adventitious. Their latest
editor seems to doubt if they were entirely the king's own composition,
and James must have relied upon the civil lawyers for some of his informa-
tion, but they bear the uniform mark of the king's somewhat grotesque
personality, and their unvarying egotism shows that he mastered and
adapted any material which may have been supplied to him. His political
theory was formed before his accession to the English throne, for it is
fully expounded in the ' Basilikon Doron ' and in the ' Trew Law of Free
Monarchies ', both of which were written some five years before the death
of Elizabeth. Archbishop Spottiswoode thought that the ' Basilikon Doron'
was a powerful factor in facilitating the accession of James to the crown
of England, but he can scarcely be regarded as a competent authority
upon the state of feeling in England at the end of Elizabeth's .reign, and
the work was not easily accessible until after the queen's death.

Professor McHwain's admiration for the work of the late Dr. Figgis
leads him to omit Any summary of the. development of the doctrine of
•the divine right of kings ; he justly remarks. that Dr. Figgis's book is
' indispensable to any. one who hopes to understand the theory of James I ' .
The omission detracts from the value of his own able discussion, for his
readers may reasonably. expect to have their memories refreshed by
a statement on so essential an element in any estimate of the political
thought of James. The editor's, own.interest lies very largely in the
theological, or ecclesiastical side of the political controversy. English
political, theory, he'argues, ' arose out of the strife between the adherents
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and the opponents of Henry V Ill 's ecclesiastical policy', and James had
to defend the church as well as the constitution of England inforo mundi,
to answer the great challenge of the Society of Jesus, and to prove that his
practice was in accordance with his principles. He had also to deal,
in England and in Scotland, with the puritans, and Professor Mcllwain
rightly insists that ' the root of his inveterate hatred of the puritans was
really political not religious ', and that he held no theory of the divine
origin of episcopacy. This is clear from a scrap of paper in his handwriting,
preserved in the Bodleian Library, which has been printed only in a limited'
edition of some of the king's verse.

What I speak against Puritans [he wrote] I mean it only by so many of my own
subjects within my own dominions as are that way inclined, leaving all other reformed
churches to their Christian liberty. Yea, I am so far from judging them in these points
of difference between them and our church, the most whereof are merely adiafore,
as I do think it a special point of our Christian liberty, which Christ left unto us, that
every Christian king, free prince, or state may set down and establish such a form
of exterior ecclesiastical polioy in the church within their dominions, as shall best
agree with the frame of their civil government and policy, always keeping fast the
grounds of the faith and true Christian religion.

ROBEET S. RAIT.

The Petition of Right. By F. H. RELF, Ph.D. (Minneapolis : Univer-
sity of Minnesota Studies in the Social Sciences, no. 8, 1917.)

AT the university of Minnesota, under the very capable direction of
Professor Wallace Notestein, an attempt is being made to re-edit the
parliamentary debates of the reign of Charles I, and to publish some of
the original reports of them. This study is one of the first-fruits of that
effort. In her preface Miss Relf discusses the problem why so little has
been written lately on the period of the early Stuarts. The reason, she
concludes,-'is to be found in the prevalent feeling that Gardiner made
the period of the early Stuarts peculiarly his own ; that he not only
superseded all who had written before, but that for all time those who
follow can only be gleaners in his field. Such a conception betrays a mis-
understanding of the real intention of Gardiner's? work. What he really
did was to give a general survey of what may be called, when we consider
the great number of important events that are crowded into it, a long period.
In most periods such a work has followed, and been based upon, particular
studies. Gardiner had no such help ; he waa practically a pioneer in the
field. As such, the only way in which he could possibly cover the ground
was by attempting nothing more than to tell what happened. Such
a treatment ought to encourage rather than discourage further investiga-
tion. It is but the starting-point for the student who wishes to find
the why and wherefore of some particular problem.'

This is a very true doctrine and a very seasonable one, but it does
not seem to be accepted by English students, and the result is that
recent monographs of value on the period in question have generally been
the work of American students. Miss Relf s revision of the history of the
Petition of Right was made possible by the discovery of fresh sources
of information about the debates. Gardiner's authorities were imperfect.
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